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REMARKS 

Its the application claims 45-55 remain pending while claims 1-44 have been canceled 
without prejudice. Claims 45-55 (where independent claims 45 and 53 general!} correspond 
re 1 4 and 38, respective i added to be » v what 

s 5 invent Sup f v T < its i the eifiea 

s it i J v 1 

v v 1 \ 1 < i 1. ' j i N i ^ d n Lie 

outstanding rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112. It is therefore respectfully requested that this 
re e a *n x* v thdi iv; 

The pending claims currently stand rejected under 33 U.S.C. § 103 as being rendered 
obvious ..primarily by Duncan (U.S. Patent No. 6,549,133} in view of Duarte {U.S. Patent No, 
6.608,271) Ihe reconsideration oi y requested 

It is .respectfully submitted that the invention set forth in independent claim 45 sets 
■ forth amethod that functions to provide each of plan I group evict 
wid !k"em l ' < v i lid ' - ~e u= s < > 1 e 

witlun a group oi kevs that is c s <u sal ! - o 

uxc'ien t> ! - vv- r; dse same intended target din. ice 
Considering is.p\% Duncan it s espeetfulh s 

1 e v ce s t i <• e 3 vd ne 

!>iir\ dnCv Oi\ ^pu^otv dv, c n\ 1 u ' 'a d ( > jo s , „ ' 
of the differently colored pushbutton switches 4 and 5, if activated, transmits the same 
stimulus command to a different collar-mounted receiver unit - Col. 5, lines 35-45) or, when 
a 1 c nvak id e > i e * 1 n nit e< 

i gc-U ,„ ej, cache* vu eu c med pa it i-sssnne k 30 - ta^vaVd 
transmits a different stimulus command to the same collar-mounted receiver unit ■■ Col. 5, 
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lines 1 2- 32 }. Thus, because Duncan discloses a system v. herein a ke> is provided with a 
ddferem v o to n i ephcr c 'ft 'i f target device tor me i>ame funcUonal 

( e > 1 d _ it i * ! s - 

intended tas get de\:eo \ A be <. u e.^ , ,ea < s 

(and in tact teaches against) a system, that provides a group of keys of a controlling device 
with one o dura < coloi c ndicate a ont plurality of differen 

intet irgei s es i € operations to I rolled ( e same one 

>fthe i liferent mi e irget appl le mannei t is recited in el itti I 

in summary, because Duncan cannot be. said to disclose, teach or suggest the core of 
Site invention that is recited in independent claim 45, and because Doarte, which only 
i i e Joe v. i ls i v dn v e k 1 

l t H 1' 1 I 1 i v. ! K v u 

% . «. « I k ^ ^ ! r . U\ - that is* provided with the same color is usable to 

control a different functional operation of the same intended target device, it is respectfully 
submitted thai the combination of Duncan and Duarte cannot support & prima Jack :ease:*df 
obviousness with respect to independent claim 45. For. at least this reason it is respectfully 
subm dt hleou < whethe? 

t >nsidered alone or in < unbinat m 

With respect to claim 53, it is respectfully submitted Ami neither Duncan nor Duarte 
have any disclosure related to the claimed aspect (generally described on page 15, lines 21 + 
of the subject application) of presenting cues on a television that are associated with a 
plurality of appliances while setting up a recipient appliance to receive input from one of a 

dura pphances providin t 5 the recipient appii ce setup to a 

controlling device to thereby configure corresponding cues on the controlling device. As 
such, it is respectfully submitted that claims 53+ are also allowable over the art of record. 
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CONCLUSION 

It :s rtsi't'CiUiliy Grouted :hv the apphe .t..<\ is ;^-iJ and proper form for 
allowance. Such action on the part of the Examiner is respectfully requested. 

Should it be determined, ho r, that a tele e eo ferenc wouk expet 
) os c i f on d die subj< e sp< t 1 

attorney uru. ' giied. 

Respectfully Subnfitted; i 
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